
Summ~fl/’ ~ ~ ~un~y respor~e~ AWWARF Re~dent~al E~ Use ~u~

NORTH AMERICAN END USE STUDY
~ra~e ~ of Su~ey Res~ses ~. Billin ’ Da~

~. ~ SF ~. ~ A~ ~ ~ ~v. ~, ~ ~ ~y Qla Qlb ~c Qld
~c~ QI~ ~~ ~ ~y R~ # ~ To,~ # ~ w~wer # ~ only # ~ on~

~,~ 16~ i~ 1~.1 74.5 ~9 ~.g% ~ 2 2 1.32 1 1 1.4 0 0 ~.73 1’ 1
~,~ 17~8 1~ 1~.4 111.8 ~6 ~.6% 2.33 2 2 1 16 1 1 0.2 0 0 0.73 1 1
~,~ 27523 ~ 107.8 ~.8 510 51.9% 1.91 2 2 1.05 1 1 0.16 0 0 0.57 1 1
~, W~ WA 1~ 107.8 64.6 ~7 ~.7% 2.20 2 2 1.21 1 1 0.13 0 0 0.62 1 1
~n ~, ~n~ 1~1 1011 1~,1 1~.2 ~2 47.7% 2.1~ 2 2 1.15 1 1 0.20 0 0 0.75 1 1
Tam~, F~r~ 9~ 1017 98.9 77.0 ~6 ~.0% 1.76 2 2 1.15 1 1 0.11 0 0 0.~ 0 0
~ ~ 2~781 1~ 2~.4 151.5 426 42.6% 2.19 2 2 1.30 1 1 0.24 0 0 0.75 1 1
Tm~, ~o~ 297~ ~ 184.9 1~.4 220 55% 2.13 2 2 1.18 1 1 0.19 0 0 0.79 1 1
~ ~ ~811 ~ 184.9 1~.4 333 56% 2.~ 2 2 1.32 1 1 0.36 0 0 0.~ 1
~, ~ 1~ ~ 68.8 34.9 259 65% 2.~ 2 2 1.07 1 1 0.14 0 0 0.69 1 1
~e, ~do 28774 ~ 71.9 75.6 ~3 51% 2.~ 2 2 1.09 I 1 0.15 0 0 0.42 0 0
~ V~ley, ~ 18~7 1~ ~.2 127.5 374 38% 2.51 2 2 1.~ 1 1 1.~ 1 1 1.~ 1 1
~ Vi[~es, ~ 127~ 1~2 ~.3 349.8 ~9 39% 3.23 3 3 1 _~ 1 1 0.~ 1 0 1.25 1 1
~, ~la 57~ 1~ 1~.1 64.~ 467 47% 2.04 2 2 1.01 1 1 0.21 0 0 0.77 1 1

1          2         3           4          5        NR    ~S ~ D.K~w NR
~S NO YES ~ ~S ~ YES

~,~o 2.0% 5,9% 17.4% " ~6.8% ~.1% 4.6% 85.4% 10,9% 2.8% 0.4% 35.3’% 64.7% 37.0% 63.0’% ~4.8% 85.2% 16.3% ~.7%
~,~ 2.4% 3.0% 18.0% 28.1% 42.5% 6.0% 88.4% 7.5% 2.8% 1.3% ~,2% 61.8% ~37.7~ 62.2% 20.2% 79.8%20.2% 79.8%
~,~ 2.4% 4,3% 15.9% 22.4% 51.0% 4.1% 87.6% 8.8% 2.4% 1.2% ~.3% 63.7% i71,4% 28.6% 14,1% ~.9% 11.2% 88,8%
~,Wa~ 0.8% 2.2% 9.9% 24.5% 61.2% 1.4% 93.2% 4.6% 2,2% 0,0% 47.9% 52A% 57.7% 42.3~ 28,0% 72.0% 20.3% 79.7%
~n ~,~ 0,6% 1.5% 5,0% ~.6% ~.9% 1.5% ~.1% 1.9% 1.7% 0.4% 60.4% 39.6% ’64.3% 35.7% 32.8% 67.2% ~.2%
Tam~,~ 1.1% 2.2% 3,0% 14~5% 76~5% 2,7% ~8.~ 6.8% 3.~ ~.~ ~.1% 54.9% I~.7~ ~.3~ 24.6% 75A%i20.5% 79.5%
~~ 1.6% 1.9% 7.3% 17.6% 69.7% 1.9% 87.6% 9.2% 2.6% 0,7% 41.8% ~.2% i~.8~ ~.2% 24.6% 75.4% 17.8% 82.2%
Tm~,~ 0.5% 1.4% 11.8% 15.9% 68.2% 2,3% B4.5% 10.0% 2,3% 3.2% 34A% 65.9% ~,2% 61.8% 21.4% 78.6%~15.5% 84.5%
~,~ona 0,9% 2,7% 7.2% 20.1% 65.5% 3,6% 86.5% 10.2% 2.1% 1,2% ~.3% 54.7% ~,9% 57.1% 16.5% 83.5%;23.1% 76.9%
~,~ 0.4% 2.7% 6.9% 21.6% 63.7% 4.6% 81.9% 6.6% 2.7% 8.9% ~.5% 64.5% ~.1% ~.9% ~.7% ~.3%i16.2% 83.8%
~e,~ 1.6% 1.3% 7.5% 19.6% ~.4% 5.6% B3.3% 5.9% 4.6% 6.2% 38,2% 61.8% ~.9% ~.8% 32.0% ~.0% 19.3% ~.7%
~ey,~ 0.3% 0.8% 9.6% 21.9% 65,2% 2.1% 91.4% 4.0% 1.1% 3.5% ~.3% ~.7% ~51.6% ~.4% 29.7% 70.3%126.5% 73.5%
~~,~ 0.7% 1.2% 8,6% 21.0% ~.5% 2.0% ’91.9% 3.4% 1.7% 2.9% ~.0% ~.0% 57.~% 43.0% 33.0% 67.~% 37.7% 62.3%
~,~ 1.5% 1.5% 7.9% 21.6% 65.5% 1.9~. 86.9% 6.2% 1.7% 5.1% 53.7% ~_3% 52.7% 47.3% 19.5% 80.5% 31.3%
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Summaly of msdi =tw,’ey ~ AWWARF Residential End Use Study

Q1, Qlf Q19 Qlh Q2a Q2b
# wffiltpool tub # bathroom sink # kitchen sink # indoor utillty~gal~gn sink garbag~ dispos=/ t~I, Ioadl=~i wasl~r

Mean Mode MedLtn Mean Mode Median Mean Mode Median Mean Mode Median .%Yes %No %NR %Yes "/,No

Bouid~,~o 0.07 0 0’ 2.65 2 3 1.09 1 1 0.29 0 0 92,8% 6.7% 0.2% 96.3% 3,5%
Denver, Colorado O.06 0 0 2.41 2 2 1.08 1 1 0.37 0 O 87.1% 12.7% 0.2% 94.6% 4.7% 0.6’/,
Eugene, Oregon Q.04 0 0 1.97 2 2 1.05 1 1 0.34 0 0 63,5% 34.7% 1.6% 96.1% 3,1% 0.8%
Seattle, Wax, hinffton 0.06 0 0 2.29 2 2 1.09 1 1 0.51 1 0 61,4% 36.4% 2.2% 96.6% 3,0% 0.4%
San Diego, California 0.04 0 0 2.34 2 2 1.05 1 1 0.44 0 O 84.2% 14.5% 1.2% 94.4% 4,8% 0.8%
Tampa, Florida 0.03 0 0 1.79 1 2 1.07 1 1 0.23 0 O 36,3% 58.2% 5.5% 89.9% 9.6% 0.5%
Phoenix, Arizona 0.07 0 0 2.51 2 2 1.07 1 1 0.24 0 0 73,5% 26.3% 0.2% 96.9% 2,8% 0.2%
Tempe,~!~rlzo,a 0.06 0 0 2.56 2 2 1.06 1 1 0.19 0 O 84,1% 15.5% 0.5% 95.5% 4,1% 0.5%
Scotl£,daia,/ub, ona 0.15 0 0 3.10 2 3 1.08 1 1 0.38 0 O 90,4% 8.7% 0.9% 98.8% 0.9% 0.3%
Wa/m-loo, Onthxio 0.17 0 0 2.47 2 2 1.26 1 1 0.78 1 1 5.8% 89.2% 5.0% 96.1% 3,1% 0.8%
Cambridge, O~dario 0.14 0 0 2.01 2 2 1.16 1 1 0.56 1 1 2.6% 90.2% 7.2% 94.1% 4.2% 1.6%
WalnutVall,~y, Califomia 0.75 1 1 2.93 2 3 1.08 1 1 0.96 1 1 92,5% 6.1% 1.3% 97.1% 2,4% 0.5’/,
I.as Vi[genes, C=liforrda 0.23 0 0 3.89 3 4 1.17 1 1 0.44 0 0 93,4% 5.4% 1.2% 96.3% 2,4% 1.2%
Lomix)c, Galifo~z, da 0.02 0 0 2.17 2 2 1.03 1 1 0.17 0 O 80.9% 17.1% 1.9% 96.8% 1,9% 1.3%

YES NO YES !~O YES NO YES NO YES NO YES NO YES NO YES NO YES NO
Botdde~,Goforado 28.3% 7i.7% 56.6% 43.4% 44.4% 55.6% 51.2% 48.8% 7.4% 92.6% 21.4% 78.7% 34.9% 65.1% 50.1% 49.9% 2~.4% 78.7~
Denv~,Colomdo 34.1% 65.9% 55.2% 44.9% 49.8% 50.2% 48.9% 50.9% 4.3% 95.7% 25.1% 74.9% 29.2% 70.8% 51.3% 48.7% 10.9% 89.1%
Eugene,~regon 22.7%77.3% 51.0% 49.0%44.9% 55.1% 42.9%58.0% 4.7% 95.3% 28.4% 71.6% 30.4% 69.5% 36.1% 63.9% 7.5% 92.5%
Seld~e, Washington 20.5% 79.5% 60.4% 39.6% 54.5% 45.5% 44.5% 55.5% 7.0% 93.0% 34.8% 65.2% 50.7% 49.3% 45.1% 54.9% 9.7% 90.3% ~"
San Oiego, CaMornla 36.5% 63.5% 51.5% 48.5% 60.6% 39.4% 52.9% 47.1% 14.1% 85.9% 43.6% 56.4% 45,4% 54.6% 42.1% 57.9% 20.3% 79.7%
Tampa, Florida 16.1%839% 33.6% 66.4%51.9% 48.1% 55.5%44.5% 3.0% 97.0% 38.0% 62.0% 44.0% 56.0% 40.4% 59.6% 9.8% 90.2%
Phoerdx, Ad.zona 29.3% 70.7% 54.2% 45.8% 52.6% 47.2% 58.0% 42.0% 3.8% 96.0% 36.2% 63.8% 35.7% 64.3% 53.1% 46.9% 21.4% 78.6%
Tempe, Adzolza 32.3% 67.7% 63.6% 36.4% 51.4% 48.6% 49.1% 50.9% 3.2% 96.4% 30.5% 69.5% 22.3% 77.7% 47.7% 52.3% 22.3% 77.7%
Scotts~de,~izona 36.0% 64.0% 66.7% 33.3% 52.9% 47.1% 56.2%43.8% 2.4% 97.6% 30.9% 69.1% 25.2% 74.8% 40.2% 59.8% 25.2% 74.8%
Waterioo, Oltta~io 3.9% 96.1% 40.2% 59.8% 40.2% 59.8% 42.9% 57.1% 6.6% 93.4% 29.7% 70.3% 45.6% 54.4% 42.5% 57.5% 7.7% 92.3%
Cambridge, O~turio 2.3% 97.7% 37.3% 62.7%48.4% 51.6% 39.2%60.8% 5.2% 94.8% 32.0% 68.0% 40,5% 59.5% 46.7% 53.3% 2,9% 97.1%
Walnt~Va]ley, C.siilo~da 40.4%59.6% 64.4% 35.6%49.2% 50.8% 57.5%42.5% 3.5% 96.5% 46.8% 53.2% 39.8% 60.2% 48.7% 51,3% 12.3% 87.7%
I_asVifgenes, Califorrda 38.1%61.9% 69.9% 30.1%56.5% 43,5% 52.8%47.2% 5.1% 94.9% 33.3% 66.7% 36,4% 63.6% 47,4% 52,6% 12.2% 87.8%
Lomooc, Califorrda 34.9% 65.1% 54.8% 45.2%57.2% 42.8% 52_7% 47.3% 7.9% 92.1% 39.8% 60.2% 411% 58.9% 43.5% 56.5% 18.4% 81.6%
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Sum~’ e~ ~ ~ re~pon~e~ AWWARF Re~:~mt~l End U~e ~udy ~/~.a’a~ ~i’~. o’~

Q2c Q2d Q2e Q2f Q2g Q2h
hont loading washer d~sh washer swimming pool hot tub swamp cooler pres~u~t regulator

%Yes %No %NR "/,Yes %No %NR %Yes %//o %NR %Yes %No %NR A~¥e~ %No %NR %Yes "/J~o %NR

B~dde~, Colorado 2.4% 87.4% 10.0% 86.3% 12.0% 1.5% 1.3% 91.1% 7.4% 5.9% 86.7% 7.2% 9.4% 82.8% 7.6% 35.2% 42.2% 22.4%
D~v~’,Colorado 2.6% 86.5% 10.9%: 75.1% 22.5% 2.4% 1.5% 90.8% 7.7% 4.7% 87.3% 7.9’/. 18.7% 75.3% 6.0% 7.3% 69.3% 23,4%:
F.u~erm, O~lon 2.5% 84.3% 13.1% 80.6% 16.9% 2.5% 2.9% 87.3% 9.8% 13_3% 77.5% 9.2% 0.2% 89.6% 10.2%: 10.8% 66.9% 22.4%
Se~t~e, Washtn~on 1.6% 84.5% 13.9% 80.5% 16.9% 2.6% 3.0% 87.3% 9.7% 8.9% 82.7% 8.5% 0.0% 89.9% 10.1% 10.1% 70.8% 19.1%
San Diego, Cai~orn|a 2.9% 86.3% 10.8% 67.6% 30~7% 1.7% 11~4% 82.0% 6.6% 7.9% 85.3% 6.8% 1.2% 91.7% 7.1% 36.7% 50.0% 13.3%
Tampa, Florid~ 2.7% 84.7% 12.6% 44.0% 50.5% 5.5% 16.1% 76.2% 7.7% 38% 68.5% 7.7% 0.3% 90.7% 9.0% 2.7% 78.7% 18.6%
Phoerdx, Arizona 1.2% 89.0% 9.9% 77.0% 22.3% 0.7% 37.8% 59.6% 2.6% 6.6% 89.0% 4.5% 37.8% 58.9% 3.3% 15.3% 70.0% 14.8%
Tempe, Arizona 0.5% 95.0% 4.5% 85.0% 13.6% 1.4% 40.9% 57.3% 1.8% 9.1% 87.7% 3.2% 37.7% 59.5% 2.7% 9.1% 75.5% 15.5%
Scotl~la~, ~aizona 1.5% 85.6% 12.9% 93.4% 5.7% 0.9% 53.2% 42.6% 4.2% 16.5% 76.3% 7.2% 17.4% 75.4% 7.2% 24.3% 56.2% 19.5%
Watml~o,(~lt~io 2.7% 86.9% 10.4%:60.2% 36.7% 3.1% 7.3% 86.1% 6.6% 2.7% 90.7% 6.6% 0.4% 92.7% 6.9% 5.4% 79.2% 15.4%
Gaml:~d~,Ontado 3.9% 84.3% 11.8% ~ 50.7% 44.4% 4.9% 9.8% 82.4% 7.8% 2.3% 90.2% 7.5% 0.7% 90.8% 8.5% 4.9% 77.1% 18.0%:
W~lnutValley, Cali~)nda 3.2% 74.3% 22.5% 89.3% 8.3% 2.4% 28.6% 58.8% 12.6% 15.0% 70.6% 14.4% 1.6% 81.6% 16.8% 41.4% 40.6% 17.9%
I.~ Virilen~, Califomi~ 2.4% 84.8% 12.7% ~ 94.4% 4.6% 1.0% 48.4% 46.9% 4.6% 17.1% 75.6% 7.3% 2.4% 89.7% 7.8% 59.9% 25.4% 14.7%
Lompoc, Califomia 2.1% 84.2% 13.7% 70.2% 25.7% 4.1% 0.9% 89.5% 9.6% 11.6% 79.4% 9.0% 0.2% 89.9% 9.9% 49.3% 32.1% 18.6%

qx~nuw ~ ~x~ ~r~ ~. ~imm~ M~ w~r a,~ ~r iS cornmunity ex periencin9 d~ought
~ No Mild Modrte. Severe D.Know NR

~ES NO YES NO YES NO YES NO YES NO
Botdde~,Colo~o ’" 20.3% 79.7% 5.~ ~4.3% 4.6% 95.4% 0.0% 100.0% 9.8% ~0.2% 36.2% 25.5% 14.6% 0.2% 22.7% 0.9%
i~,Cok)rm~ 21.2% 78.8% 2.2% 97.9% 3.2% 96.8% 3.7% 96.4% 6.0% 93.8% 36.5% 21.5% 14.2% 0.6% 25.5% 1.5% (~)
Eugene, O~egon 7.8% 92.2% 3.7% 96.3% 2.2% 97.8% 1.0% 99.0% 8.2% 91.8% 75.7% 7.1% 2.0% 0.0% 12.9% 2.4%
Selttle, Washin~to~ 5.6% 94.4% 3.6% 96.4% 1.0% 99.0% 0.0% 100.0% 8.2% 91.8% 71.6% 8.5% 2.2% 0.0% 17.5% 0.2% ~"
Slm Ole~),California 21.0% 79.0% 9.3% 90.7% 3.3% 96.7% 4.4% 95.6% 6.0% 94.0% 16.6% 30.3% 28.6% 3.7% 19.3% 1.5%
Tsml:m, Fiorid~ 7.9% 92.1% 1.6% 98.4% 0.5% 99.5%~ 0.3% 99.7% 8.7% 91.3% 13.1% 30.9% 28.7% 3.8% 22.4% 1.1%
Phoenix, Arizona 25,4% 74.6% 6.6% 93.4% 2.1% 97.9% 0.7% 99.3% 7.3% 92.7% 21.6% 21.4% 22.5% 4.0% 30.3% 0.2%
Tempe, Arizo~a 21.4% 78.6% 6.4% 93.6% 1.8% 97.7%! 0.9% 99.1% 4.5% 95.5% 19.1% 25.9% 16.8% 2.7% 33.2% 2.3%
Scottsd~e, Adzona 33,0% 67.0% 12.6% 87.4% 2.7% 97.3%~ 0.6% 99.4% 5.1% 94.9% 26.1% 22.8% 21.9% 2.1% 26.4% 0.6%
Watmrloo, Ontudo 1.9% 98.1% 0.0% 100.0% 0.4% 99.6% 0.8% 99.2% 3.5% 96.5% 54.8% 13.9% 8.9% 0.4% 18.5% 3.5%
Gaml~idg~, Ordarto 1.0% 99.0% 0.7% 99.3% 1.3% 98.7% 0.3% ~9.7% 5.6% 94.4% 55.2% 10.1% 7.2% 0.0% 23.2% 4.2%
Wa~utValley, C~lifomla 37,2% 62.8% 5.9% 94.1% 3.5% 96.5% 5.1% 94.9% 2.4% 97.6% 36.4% 21.7% 12.0% 1.1% 26.7% 2.1%
I.~,qrgene~,C~lifomla 51,1% 48.9% 11.5% 88.5% 5.1% 94.9% 3.4% 96.6% 2.2% 97.8% 36.2% 26.4% 17.4% 0.7% 18.1% 1.2%
LomcmctCalifornla 18.0% 82.0% 9.0% 91.0% 4.1% 95.9% 2.6% 97A% 3.0% 97.0% 18.4% 34~(~% 23.3% 4.1% 18.0% 2.1%
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Summaly of mall =,t.av~ response=                                               AWWARF Re=.iden~l End Use S~udy LO

Q~ Q7
band wash dishes per week # of ~w flow shower heads

0 1-2 3-4 6-~ 7-8 S-10 11-12 13-14 >14 D.Know NR 0 ._ t 2 3 >4 D.Know NR

jBozdd~r, Colo~do 24.6% 25.3% 14.8% 9.4% 10.7% 3.3% 2.4% 2.4% 3.9% 0.9% 2.4% 32.2% 28.8% 24.2% 5.9% 4.4% 7.4% 1.1%
Denwz’, Colorado 18.9% 29.0% 16.7% 9.0% 9.9% 3.2% 1.9% 4.5% 2.2% 1.3% 3.4% 33.3% 29.6% 20.6% 4.9% 0.3% 8.4% 2.6%
F..ugexte, orego~ 22.0% 25.7% 15.1% 8.2% 10.0% 4.1% 2.9% 3.1% 2.9% 0.6% 5.3% 12.7% 43.3% 33.7% 4.5% 0.0% 2.5% 3.1%
Seatt~,Washinffton 22.3% 27.6% 17.1% 6.0% 10.3% 2.8% 1.8% 2.4% 4.2% t.4% 4.0% 23.9% 36.6% 29.8% 4.6% 1.0% 3.6% 0.4%
Salt Diego, GaJik~nia 16.2% 20.7% 13.1% 8.3% 12.9% 5.0% 3.7% 6.6% 7.5% 2.5% 3.5% 15.4% 33.0% 37.3% 7.5% 1.5% 4.1% 1.2%
Tampa, Florida 14.5% 14.8% 12.6% 6.3% 19.7% 7.1% 3.6% 7.9% 7.7% 2.5% 3.6% 27.0% 39.9% 20.5% 1.9% 0.8% 6.8% 3.0%
Phoerdx, Adzona 15.5% 23.7% 18.5% 9.6% 12.2% 4.5% 1.9% 2.8% 8.0% 1.6% 1.6% 26.1% 24.9% 35.2% 3.5% 0.9% 8.2% 1.2%
tempe, Arizona 20.0% 25.5% 18.6% 10.5% 7.3% 3.6% 3.6% 2.3% 6.4% 0.9% 1.4% 30.5% 26.8% 32.3% 3.2% 0.5% 5.9% 0.9%

Scotb;d~e, Arizona 18.9% 28.2% 17.4% 12.3% 7.8% 2.1% 2.1% 2.7% 2.7% 0.9% 4.8% 27.6% 17.1% 36.0% 7.2% 3.0% 5.4% 3.6%
iNat~:)o, Ontzdo 6.6% 17.8% 13.1% 7.3% 18.9% 5.8% 3.9% 6.9% 14.3% 0.0% 5.4% 23.2% 44.0% 22.8% 2.7% 0.0% 3.1% 4.2%
~ambridge, Ordado 7.5% 14.4% 11.1% 5.9% 21‘2% 9.2% 5.6% 7.5% 14.1% 0.7% 2.9% 24.8% 49.0% 17.0% 2.0% 0.3% 3.6% 3.3%
~’adnutValiay, CaJiiomia 12.8% 17.1% 15.8% 9.1% 12.3% 5.3% 3.5% 5.9% 10.4% 2.1% 5.6% 23.8% 15.8% 40.4% 10.4% 0.5% 5.1% 4.0%
I.as Vi[genas, California 22.0% 22.2% 15.2% 7.8% 12.7% 2.9% 2.9% 3.7% 6.8% 1.0% 2.7% 16.1% 14.2% 34.0% 16.9% 11‘2% 7.1% 0.5%
Lomi~c, Califomia 12.8% 20.3% 16.7% 10.3% 14.1% 6.4% 1.1% 5.8% 7.7% 0.9% 3.9% 20.8% 27.8% 40.7% 3.2% 0.2% 58% 1.5%

Adults (18+) WINTER Tee, agel~ (13-17) WINTER Chl/dxen (<13) WINTER Adults (18+) SUMMER
ME/~N MODE MEDIAN NR MEAN MOOE~IF..DIA[~ NR MEAN MODE ~EDIA~ NR MEAN MODE ~ NR

Bo~lde~, Colorado 2 2 2 "’ 0.4% 0.07 0 1 73.0% 1.08 1 1 62.8% 2.03 2 2 0.7%
Deltv~, Colorado 1.92 2 2 2.2% 0.76 O 1 73.0% 1.25 2 1 62.2% 1.95 2 2 2.8%
Eugelze, Oregon 1.93 2 2 2.0% 0.91 1 1 75.1% 1.23 1 1 68.4% 1 .~6 2 2 1.2%
Seattle, Washington 2.00 2 2 2.0% 0.16 0 0 75.1% 0.35 0 0 68.4% 2.05 2 2 1.2%
San Diego, Coli~ornia 2.11 2 2 1.2% 0.71 0 1 75.9% 1.09 O 1 70.3% 2.1Q 2 2 1.7%
i’ampa, Florida 1.93 2 2 1.2% 0.18 0 0 75.9% 0.31 0 0 70.3% 1.93 2 2 1.7%
Pfmezdx, Adzona 2.09 2 2 1.6% 0.85 1 1 75.1 ~ 1.40 1 1 64.1% 2.05 2 2 1.6%
i’eml:~e,/uizo~’tl 2.17 2 2 3.6% 0.72 0 1 78.6% 1.34 1 1 62.7% 2.14 2 2 3.2%
Scottzdsia, Arizona 2.02 2 2 2.5% 0.11 0 0 80.7% 0.29 0 0 69.1% 1.83 2 2 2.6%
INldl~m, (:l~zaxio 2.22 2 2 0.8% 0.22 0 0 76.1% 0.48 0 0 66.0% 2.15 2 2 1.5%
Cambrid~, Ontado 2.14 2 2 3.6% 0.31 0 0 69.9% 0.52 0 0 64.1% 2.17 2 2 3.9%
I~/=lztUt Valley, California 2.50 2 2 0.0% 0.96 1 1 0.0% 1.32 1 1 0.0% 2.53 2 2 0.0%
I.as Virgenes, Califo{rda 2.17 2 2 0.0% 0,21 0 0 75.1% 0.45 0 0 64.1% 2.20 2 2 0.0%
Lompec, Ca~k>rnla 1.95 2 2 2.6% 0.21 0 0 84.8% 0.46 0 0 75.2% 1.91 2 2 4.1%
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Q8
# of low flow toilets

0 1 2 3 >4 D.Know NR

Bould~, Colorado 63.4% 11.6% 10.7% 4.1% 0.9% 9.4% 0.0%
Oenvez’, Colorado 53.7% 21.5% 9.7% 3.2% 0.6% 9.7% 1.7%
Eugene, Oregon 58.6% 15.9% 9.2% 2.2% 0.2% 10.4% 3.5%
Seattle, Wash~on 57.7% 18.9% 10.1% 4.2% 0.8% 7.4% 0.8%
San Diego, Cali~ornle 35.9% 18.5% 28.6% 8.9% 0.8% 6.8% 0.4%
Tampa, Florida 47.8% 26.8% 9.0% 3.8% 0.8% 9.8% 1
Phoenix, Arizona 45.1% 14.1% 19.0% 5.4% 0.7% 14.8% 0.9%
Tempe, Arizona 51.4% 13.6% 19.1% 2.3% 0.9% 10.5% 2.3%
Scottr, dale,~zizona 42.9% 10.8% 18.9% 10.5% 4.5% 9.0% 3.3%
Watmloo, Ontmlo 53.7% 18.9% 9.7% 4.2% 1.2% 10.0% 2.3%
Cambddge, Ontado 53.3% 20.3% 12.7% 2.0% 0.7% 9.5% 1.6%
Walnut Valley, C,ldi~mda 39.3% 13.4% 21.1% 9.6% 0.5% 11.5% 4.5%
LasVirgenes, Caiifomle 31.5% 13.0% 15.4% 16.9% 12.0% 10.3% 1.0%
L.o~rtpoc, California 40.3% 11.1% 34.5% 4.9% 0.2% 7.5% 1.5%

Xeeza~er= (1=-t7] ~ Children (<13) ,~JMMER

Bouk~, ColocMo 0.67 0 1 72.8% 1.08 1 .... "1 63.4%
Denvm’, Colorado 0.82 0 1 73.2% 1.29 2 1 36.1
F.ug~e, Oreilolt 0.94 1 1 75.5% 1.27 1 1 69.0%
~ttle, Washbtgton 0.17 0 0 75.5% 0.36 0 0 69.0%
Sazz Diego, California 0.71 0 1 76.6% 1.09 0 1 70.7%
Tampa, Florida 0.18 0 0 76.6% 0.33 0 0 70.7%
Pttoecdx, Arizona 0.88 1 1 74.9% 1.39 1 1 65.5%
Tempe, kxizo~t 0.77 1 1 78.2% 1.43 1 1 63.6%
Scot~d~e, Azizona 0.13 0 0 79.8% 0.29 0 0 69.6%
Wat~loo, O~ta~ 0.20 0 0 76.8% 0.47 0 0 66.0%
Cambridge, On.do 0.30 0 0 71.6% 0.52 0 0 65.0%
VJl"alnut Valley, California 1.01 1 1 0.0% 1.36 1 1 0.0%
[.as Virgenes, Califomle 0.22 0 0 74.9% 0.46 0 0 65.5%
Lon~o¢, Cadl~ornia 0.20 0 0 85..7.% 0.45 0 0 75 2%
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Summa~ M rradl survey responses AWWARF Residerd~l End Use Study Aqua~M~ k~ o’)

lot size - square feet
<2900 2-3~ 4-ESSS 5.79~ 8-S~9 10-119~J 12-139~9 14-15~ 16-17~ 18-1S99~ 2~ 25.29~J~ 30-3499~35.399~ >40000 D.Kno~ NR

Bould~, Cotorad0 1.5% g.4% 12.4% 16.3% 13.5% 14.4% 4.4% 3.1% 2.0% i.5% ’3.3% 0.7% 0.4% 0.4% 1.7% 11.1% 3.9%
Denve4r, Colorado 7.7% 11.2% 9,7% 13.5% 7.5% 11.2% 2.4% 2.4% 0.4% 1.5% 4.7% 0.2% 1.5% 0.4% 4.7% 15.9% 8.2%
Eugeae, O~e~m 4.9% 9.4% 9.2% 9.8% 15.7% 12.7% 3.7% 2.0% 0.8% 2.0% 4.3% 1.6% 2.0% 0.2% 2.0% 13.1% 6.7%
StatiC, Wasitin~,,on 2.2% 6.8% 14.1% 15.7% 12.3% 15.9% 2.8% 3.0% 2.0% 0.6% 3.8% 0.6% 2.2% 0.4% 1.2% 12.5% 3.6%
San Diego, P.,alllomla 10.2% 8.7% 16.6% 14.3% 6.8% 8.7% 1.7% 2.7% 0.8% 1.0% 4.4% 0.6% 1.5% 0.2% 0.8% 16.2% 4.8%
Taml~lz, Florida 9.3% 6.6% 9,0% 9.8% 7.9% 12.3% 2.7% 3.3% 1.4% 2.5% 3.6% 0.5% 1.1% 0.0% 1.6% 21.3% 7.1%
Phoenix, Arizona 6.3% 10.1% 3.5% 9.2% 12.2% 15.3% 2.8% 3.1% 1.2% 1.4% 5.4% 0.2% 1.6% 0.2% 4.2% 19.2% 4.0%
Tempe, Arizona 8.2% 5.5% 11.4% 11.8% 9.5% 15.5% 4.1% 1.8% 1.8% 2.3% 2.3% 0.5% 1.8% 0.0% 0.5% 16.8% 6.4%
Scot.dale, Azlzona 5.4% 7.5% 7.8% 8.7% 8.4% 14.7% 3.0% 4.5% 0.9% 1.8% 5.7% 0.9% 1.8% 1.8% 8,1% 10.8% 8.1%
W~t~too, Ontmlo 5.4% 10.4% 18.1% 17.0% 12.7% 9.3% 1.5% 2.3% 1.2% 0.8% 2.3% 0.8% 1.2% 0.4% 0.0% 12.4% 4.2%
C~mbztdge, (N~tldo 6.5% 14.4% 17.3% 14.4% 6.5% 7.2% 2.0% 1.0% 1.3% 0.3% 1.6% 1.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.3% 18.3% 6.9%
Walmlt Vzdley, California 3.5% 6.4% 6.4% 13.6% 11.8% 12.8% 6.1% 3.5% 1.3% t.6% 4.5% 1.3% 1.6% 0.5% 40% 13.9% 7.0%
Las V~[genes, California 3.7% 5.9% 6.6% 9.5% 6.4% 15.9% 6.1% 4.9% 2.0% 2.9% 6.6% 1.0% 2.0% 0.7% 11.7% 11.2% 2.9%
Lontpoc, Gad#om!a 6.2% 9.2% 9.2% 18.8% 9.2% 11.1% 2.1% 2.1,% .. 0.4% 1.1% 0.9% 0.6% 0.6% 0.0% 0.2% 21.2% 6.9%

Q~2 03,1 (%1
number of adults employed outside house yea[ Ito~se was built

0 1 2 3 4 >=6 NR <1960 lS~)-69 1970-74 1975-79 1980-84 1986-89 1S~)-92 1$S.%$4 >19~4 DoYmow NR

Boulder, Colorado 26.8% 42.7% 26.8% 5.0~ " 0.9% 0.0% 0.9% 32.7% ’ 32.5% 10.9% 6.8% 3.7% 7.0% ~.3% 1.7% 0’.’0% 1.3% 0.2% ~’)
Demvef, Colorado 27.7% 37.1% 28.8% 3.9% 0.4% 0.2% 1.9% 50.9% 12.7% 8.6% 10.3% 6.4% 3.2% 1.7% 1.1% 0.4% 2.6% 1.5%
Eugene, O~egon 32.2% 36.1% 27.8% 2.2% 0.8% 0.2% 0,8% 35.1% 22.5% 8.4% 13.1% 3.9% 5.1% 5.7% 1.4% 0.6% 3.7% 0.4%
Seattle, Wa~ 27.4% 35.6% 31.6% 1.8% 1.8% 0.0% 1,8% 55.5% 15.3% 5.4% 6.4% 3.2% 3.8% 3.4% 1.6% 0.6% 4.0% 0,6% ’~"
San Diego, Cali~nia 35.1% 33.2% 23.2% 6.0% 0.6% 0.2% !.7% 43.8% 18.0% 9.5% 7.9% 4.1% 7.1% 1.9% 2.1% 0.4% 3.9% 1.2%
Tampa, Florida 28.1% 33.1% 30.9% 4.6% 0.8% 0,3% 2,2% 43.4% 17.5% 7.4% 5.5% 5.7% 5.2% 1.6% 1.4% 1.6% 8.2% 2.5%
Phoezdx, Adzona 22.5% 37.1% 34.3% 4.2% 1.2% 0.0% 0.7% 24.2% 10.6% 13.6% 12.2% 9.9% 12,9% 4.7% 4.0% 3.5% 3.5% 0.9%
Te4npe, A,dzona 13.2% 37.7% 38.2% 6.4% 0.5% 0.9% 3.2% 7.3% 27.7% 18.6% 14.1% 8.6% 8.6% 2.7% 3.2% 3.6% 4.1% 1.4%
Scottz~d~Axlz.ona 34.2% 34.8% 21.9% 4.8% 0.3% 0.6% 3,3% 10.5% 19.5% 7.5% 8.1% 12.0% 15.0% 6.9% 7.2% 10.5% 1.2% 1.5%
Wzte4loo, Ontario 22.8% 39.8% 33.6% 1.5% 0.8% 0.0% 1,5% 23,2% 16.6% 7.3% 10.4% 12.4% 18,5% 6.6% 1.9% 2.3% 0.4% 0.4%
Candaddge, Ontarlo 18.0% 37.3% 36.3% 3.9% 1.0% 0.0% 3.6% 27.8% 14.1% 10.8% 11.1% 2.0% 15,4% 7.2% 3.9% 2.0% 3.6% 2.3%
INahtutVadley, Call~’nia 13.1% 32,4% 43.6% 7.5% 1.9% 0.5% 1.1% 3.2% 31.6% 10.7% 16.0% 8.8% 24,9% 1.1% 0.5% 0.5% 2.4% 0.3%
I.as Virg~nes, California 22.5% 40.3% 27.9% 5.6% 0.7% 0.0% 2,9% 6.4% 22.5% 13.2% 9.3% 10.3% 23.2% 9.0% 1.5% 2.0% 1.2% 1.5%
Lonlpoc~Ca~orlda 36.2% 28.9%. 28.9% 1.9% 0.9% 0.0% 3,2% 22,3% 33.6% 2.6% 5.1% 9.4% 13,5% 5.4% 0.6% 1.9% 4.1% 1.5%
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Surnman/~ ~ ~ responses AWWARF Re.~denti~l End Use ~ludy ,/~ ~ o’~
~.0

010 011
P~eltt eft~d let t~t is issdsc,ped srea P~rcent o~ L~ndscaped libel that is lawn

Mean Mode Median 0% D.Know HR 0 1.1OPA~ 11-20% 21~4)% 31-40% 41-50~ E1-~0% 61-70% 71~0% 81-SO% )t-100~D.Know NR

Boulder, Colorado 55.7% 50.0% 50.0% 0.7% 8.7% 1.7% 2.6% 2.6% 5.2% 8.5% 7.8% i18% 8.7% 14.4% 16~3% " 9~% 6.1% 4.4% 2.0%
Denver, Colorado 19.6% 5.0% 6.0% 0.9% 17.4% 2.8% 0.4% 5.4% 5.4% 7.3% 10.3% 11.4% 8.6% 9.7% 14.8% 8.2% 7.3% 8.2% 3.2%
Eugene, Oregon 49.8% 50.0% 50.0% 1.6% 18.8% 4.1% 9.2% 8.4% 8.4% 9.8% 7.6% 10.6% 8.6% 9.2% 9.0% 5.7% 1.0% 8.0% 4.3%
5eattfe~Wasldngton 55.8% 50.0% 50.0% 1.6% 18.8% 4.1% 7.0% 11.1% 9.9% 10.5% 9.3% 11.9% 7.8% 9.3% 8.7% 4.8% 2.6% 5.4% 1.8%
San Diego, California 45.9% 99.0% 40.0% 1.6% 18.8% 4.1% 16.2% 18.3% 13.9% 6.7% 6.8% 8.5% 5.2% 3.9% 5.2% 3.3% 2.3% 6.0% 1.7%
tampa, Florida 41.6% 50.0% 40.0% 4.9% 26.5% 3.0% 2.7% 10.7% 7.7% 10.9% 9.0% 7.1% 5.2% 7.9% 7.4% 6.3% 5.2% 14.8% 5.2%
Phoenix, Arizona 38.4% 50.0% 35.0% 2.6% t7.4% 2.3% 18.1% 14.1% 11.5% 7.5% 6.6% 8.7% 3.8% 4.7% 7.7% 3.8% 5.6% 5.6% 2.3%
;Tempe, Arizona 37.2% 50.0% 30.0% 2.3% 16.4% 2.3% 17.3% 9.1% 9.5% 10.0% 5.0% 10.5% 2.3% 4.1% 10.0% 6.4% 8.2% 5.0% 2.7%
Scottsdala, Azizona 36.7% 50.0% 30.0% 1.6% 14.1% 3.4% 30.6% 17.4% 9.3% 6.9% 5.4% 6.3% 4.8% 3.0% 1.8% 2.1% 4.2% 2.7% 5.4%
//atm’[o0, Ordzrio 54.1% 60.0% 60.0% 0.4% 17.0% 3.1% Q.8% 1.5% 3.1% 8.9% 6.2% 9.3% 7.3% 15.8% 14.3% 10.0% 10.0% 8.1% 4.6%
iCambltdge, Ordado 49.7% 50.0% 50.0% 1.6% 21.9% 4.2% 0.3% 4.2% 5.2% 7.8% 9.5% 11.1% 8.8% 9.8% 11.8% 9.8% 6.5% 10.5% 4.6%
~lnutValley, Cadifonda 14.4% 5.0% 5.0% 0.5% 13.6% 0.0% 4.3% 11.8% 15.0% 9.6% 6.8% 9.1% 5.1% 11.0% 7.2% 5.1% 2.7% 5.1% 5.3%
LasVirgenes, Califi>mla 39.4% 50.0% 39.0% 1.5% 17.4% 1.0% 12.5% 11.7% 14.9% 11.7% 8.8% 10.5% 6.6% 6.1% 6.4% 2.4% 1.7% 5.6% 1.0%
L~npoc, C~ifomla 42.1% 50.0% 40.0% 1.1% 19.9% 3.0% 7.9% 12.0% 10.5% 10.9% 8.8% 9.6% 45% 7.3% 8.6% 4.7% 3.0% 9.0% 3.2%

y~r moved t= curr~nt address                                                       total square footage inside house
Meant Mode M~:~an ~    <804, ~ <11~ <1~ <tr~ <t7~ <1~ <2tsl <2=s$ <2r~,~ <2~    <~-%~ <=1~ <=,3~,~ <=K,~ <37~ >=10~ D~KIIoW NR

Boulder, Colorado 1983 19~J5 ~987 1.1% 0.4% 1.3% 5.9% 8.6% 7.2% 5.2% 8.1% 8.7% 10.2% 9.2% 5.7% 3.7% 5.2% 3.9% 3.1% 2.4% 6.1% 5.5% 2.4%
’l~nvm’, Colorado 1981 1994 1987 2.8% 2.2% 6.7% 7.7% 8.2% 5.8% 5.6% 6.7% 7.3% 7.1% 7.1% 5.4% 3.9% 3.4% 2.4% 1.9% 0.3% 49% 9.9% 3.4%
iEugene, Oregon 1981 1994 1987 1.0% 1.4% 5.3% 12.4% 14.1% 13.5% 11.4% 9.0% 6.3% 5.3% 4.7% 2.2% 1.8% 2.2% 0.4% 0.6% 0.6% 0.6% 6.9% 1.6%
saattle, W,=$hington 1981 1992 1981 1.0% 1.2% 4.6% 5.6% 8.9% 5.6% 7.2% 8.9% 9.3% 8.0% 5.2% 5.2% 3.2% 4.2% 1.8% 2.8% 1.6% 5.0% 8.9% 2.6%
San Diego, California 1981 1994 1983 2.1% 1.5% 5.2% 7.7% 12.2% 12.2% 10.2% 10.0% 8.7% 6.6% 5.4% 2.1% 3.3% 1.9% 0.2% 0.6% 0.6% 1.2% 7.7% 2.7%
t’ampa, Florida 1981 1995 1985 4.1% 4.1% 7.9% 11.5% 10.9% 9.0% 8.7% 6.8% 5.5% 3.6% 2.5% 2.2% 1.4% 1.9% 0.5% 0.3% 0.3% 1.6% 16.9% 4.4%

jPi’~)~nix, Arizona 1981 1894 1989 1.6% 0.9% 3.3% 8.2% 8.7% 9.2% 12.4% 12.4% 7.0% 8.5% 5.4% 2.6% 2.8% 2.1% 1.4% 1.6% 0.9% 3.1% 7.0% 2.3%
Tempe, Axizona 1986 199~ 1989 2.3% 0.5% 0.9% 3.2% 11.8% 13.6% 10.0% 12.7% 13,6% 5.0% 8.2% 3.6% 2.3% 2.3% 1.8% 0.9% 0.5% 1.4% 5.9% 1.8%
5cottzdalo, Adzona 1987 1995 1990 1.6% 0.0% 1.2% 0.9% 3.9% 11.7% 11.7% 9.6% 13.8% 7.5% 7.5% 4.2% 6.0% 5.1% 2.1% 2.4% 2.1% 6.3% 2.4% 1.5%
=~faf~m-loo, Ontario 1981 1993 1986 2.7% 0.0% 2.3% 11.2% 12.7% 5.4% 6.9% 8.9% 9.3% 4.6% 6.9% 3.5% 7.3% 4.6% 2.3% 0.8% 0.4% 3.1% 6.9% 2.7%
;Ca~Ontado 1977 1995 1988 4.2% 1.0% 3.9% 15.4% 14.4% 8.8% 4.9% 8.8% 8.8% 3.6% 3.3% 3.9% 1.3% 1.6% 1.0% 1.6% 0.3% 1.6% 9.8% 5.9%
WadnutVailey, CaJifoml~ 1979 1986 1986 0.0% 0.3% 0.5% 1.1% 7.2% 11.2% 12.8% 15.0% 13.1% 7.8% 8.8% 5.6% 4.5% 1.9% 1.6% 1.3% 0.5% 1.1% 4.5% 1.1%
LasV1~rgenes, Callfomla 1981 1991 1987 1.0% 0.2% 1.2% 0.7% 1.5% 5.4% 5.4% 4.6% 6.6% 8.1% 8.1% 7.1% 4.9% 9.5% 6.4% 4.9% 3.2% 19.1% 1.7% 1.5%
Lontpoc, Ca~k>mla 1981 1987 1986 1.0% 0.6% 2.6% 5.1% 12.6% 14.3% 10.9% 13.7% 7_5% 7.1% 2.4% 1.5% 1.1% 1.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4% 0.4% 13.9% 4.7%
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Surrm~ly oi mail ~ responses AVWVARF Re~:le~t~l End Use Sludy ~/r~ o’)

0t2
Percent of Landscaped area that is i~’ig~ted

0 1-10% 11-20% 21-30% 31-40% 41~0"/, 51-~0% 61-70% 7t-80=/= 81-,~0% 91-100% D.Yu~w NR

Bouldex~ Colorado 2.8% 3.1% 5.5% 5.2% 5.9% 5.9% 5.2% 7.6% 13.9% 10.5% ’ 28.1% 3.9% 2.4%
Denver, Colorsdo 0.6% 4.9% 4.1% 4.3% 6.7% 9.0% 5.8% 7.5% 9.2% 9.4% 27.7% 7.5% 3.2%
Eugene, O~egon 5.7% 11.2% 7.1% 69% 4.3% 8.0% 4.5% 5.9% 8.4% 7.8% 18.2% 6.5% 5.5%
~t~e~ Washlegton 6.2% 14.7% 12,9% 11.3% 7.2% 8.0% 5.6% 5.2% 5.6% 3.6% 11.9% 4.8% 2.8%
San l:Y~go, Cali~o,,hia 3.9% 13.9% 12,2% 7.3% 4.4% 7.9% 5.2% 5.0% 5.2% 5.8% 21.4% 5.2% 2.7%
Tampa, Rorida 19.4% 18.3% 10.7% 5.5% 4.1% 6.8% 2.7% 2.7% 2.7% 3.3% 13.1% 7.7% 3.0%
Pttoe~ix, Arizona 5.2% 16.2% 11,0% 9+2% 6+1% 10.3% 3.1% 3.5% 5.9% 3.5% 16.4% 6.3% 3.3%
Tempe, Arizona 5.0% 13.6% 9.1% 7.3% 7.7% 8.6% 3.6% 2.3% 7.7% 6.4% 21.4% 4.5% 2.7%
Scoftsdale, Arizona 2.7% 19.6% 10.8% 8.4% 5.1% 9.0% 3.6% 3.6% 4.2% 3.3% 18.0% 4.5% 6.9%
Wltmloo, O~tmlo 11.6% 14.7% 11.6% 10.4% 6.9% 6.6% 6.2% 3.5% 4.6% 4.2% 10.0% 6.2% 3.5%
Cambridge, O~dario 9.2% 14.7% 11.8% 11.4% 6.2% 7.8% 5.9% 5.9% 3.3% 3.9% 9.2% 7.8% 2.9%
Walnut Valley, Cali~oflda 1.1% 6.4% 5.9% 7.8% 6.7% 7.8% 4.8% 7.8% 7.5% 7.2% 26.5% 5.3% 5.3%
Las Vilgenes, California 1.2% 5.9% 4.4% 5.1% 2.2% 4.9% 3.7% 3.2% 7.1% 7.3% 49.1% 3.9% 2.0%
Lontpoc, C.alifomia 4.5% 12.8% 9.2% 9.2% 8.6% 8.4% 3.6% 5.6% 7.9% 5.8% 16.5% 5.4% 2.6%

Q~
number of Iloors r~t or own

1    2 >=3 NR Rent Own NR

B~de~,Colo~do 23.3% ’"49.9% 26.1% 0.7% ’11.8%’ 87.8% 0.4%
Denver, Golorado 22.3% 52.2% 24.9% 0.6% 5.6% 93.8% 0.6%
Euge~m, O~egnn 67.6% 26.7% 5.3% Q.4% 12.5% 87.1% 0.4%
Seattle, Washington 29.2% 54.1% 16,1% 0.6% 10.1% 89.1% 0.8%
San Diego, California 67.8% 27.0% 3.9% 1.2% 10.4% 88.4% 1.2%
Tampa, Florida 82.2% 10.4% 4.6% 2.7% 10.4% 89.1% 0.5%
Phoe~|x, Adzo~a 85.0% 10.1% 3.5% 1.4% 5.6% 91.5% 2.8%
Tempe, Arizona 88.2% 8.2% 2.7% 0.9% 9.6% 89.1% 1.4%
Scot,dale, Arizona 82.9% 13.5% 2.4% 1.2% 5.4% 92.8% 1.8%
Watmloo, Ontmlo 3.1% 49.8% 46,3% 0.8% 1.9% 96.1% 1.9%
Cambridge, (~ttado 8.2% 48.4% 39.5% 3.9% 5.6% 89.5% 4.9%
WmlntJtVallay, Cadifomia 46.8% 47.6% 4.8% 0.8% 5.3% 94.7% 0.0%
I.as Vir~mes, California 32.0% 60.9% 5.9% 1.2% 4.4% 94.1% 1.5%
Lompo~Galifornia 82.4% 9.9% 6.2% 1.5% 12.2% 85.7% 2.1%

P~e9



Summan/o~ m,=,,JI su, Ney responses AWWARF Residentisl End Use S~udy Aquaua/t, ~-,c. o’)

1143
days each week of WINTER krigation

0 <2/mon.[twlmon<l/week l/week 2.tweek 3/week 4/week E/week K/week 7/wee, k..D.Kemw NR

Bould~, Coloxa, do 68.2% 21~.3% 2.4% 0.0% 0.4% 0.0% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.2%
Denver, Colorado 75.5% 19.3% 2.4% 0.0% 0.4% 0.2% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4% 1.5%
Eugene, Oregon 91.4% 3.3% 1.0% 1.0% 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 2.4%
SeatlJe, Washington 93.8% 4.2% 0.6% 0.2% 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4% 0.0%
San Diego, California 13.7% 16.2% 16.6% 6.4% 17.0% 14.7% 8.7% 1.5% 0.8% 0.0% 0.6% 2.7% 1.0%
Tampa, Florida 33.6% 18.6% 12.0% 7.1% 9.0% 15.0% 0.3% 0.0% 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% 27% 1.4%
Phoenix, Arizona 16.2% 22.8% 13.1% 7.5% 10.6% 13.8% 8.7% 2.3% 0.2% 0.5% 2.6% 0.9% 0.7%
Tempe, Arizona 16.8% 24.5% 12.3% 5.5% 12.7% 11.8% 7.3% 2.3% 0.5% 0.0% 2.3% 2.3% 1.6%
8cotZr,,dale, Azizona 6.9% 12.6% 14.4% 5.4% 17.4% 17.1% 11.1% 2.4% 2.1% 0.6% 5.7% 0.9% 3.3%
Wzdedoo, Ofltaxto 98.1% 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.2%
Carzd:z~dge, Ontario 97.1% 0.0% 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 0.3% 0.3% 0.0% 0.3% 1.3%
W,-inutVadley, Califonda 9.1% 15.5% 13.9% 4.8% 14.2% 14.7% 14.2% 2.7% 1.1% 0.5% 3.5% 1.6% 4.3%
I-as Vlrgenes, California 7.8% 7.3% 12.5% 4.4% 16.6% 24.4% 19.8% 2.9% 0.5% 0.0% 0.5% 2.2% 1.0%
Lompoc~ 32.1% 18.4% 16.5% 5.8% 10.9% 8.1% 3.2% 0.2% 0.0% 02% 0.2% 2 1% 2.1%

monthly rein $
Do~’tR=m <34)0 <39S <4SS <8S~ <6S~ <799 ~    ~    <124S    <149~ <1749 <19~S

Boulder, Colorado 46.8% 0.0% 0.2% 0.0% 0.2% 0.7% 0.9% 0.7% 0.7% 5.0% 2.4% 0.9% 0.2%
Denvez’, Co.redo 55.8% 0.6% 0.4% 0.6% 0.6% 0.6% 0.6% 0.4% 0.4% 0.9% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Eugene, Oregon 55.5% 1.0% 1.0% 1.6% 3.5% 2.5% 2.2% 0.8% 0.2% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
SeatUe, Washington 54.9% 0.4% 0.4% 1.0% 0.2% 1.4% 1.6% 2.2% 0.2% 0.8% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0%
San l}ie~, C=li~:~nia 48.8% 1.0% 0.2% 0.4% 0.6% 0.6% 1.5% 1.5% 2.1% 0.8% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Tampa, Rorida 52.5% 3.6% 0.8% 1.6% 3.6% 1.6% 0.3% 0.0% 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Phoe~X, Adzo~a 53.1% 0.9% 0.9% 1.2% 0.7% 0.9% 0.7% 0.0% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Tempa, Arizona 42.7% 0.9% 0.0% 0.9% 0.0% 1.8% 2.7% 1.4% 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.9% 0.0%
S¢o#~,dake,/Ulzona 36.3% 1.2% 0.3% 0.0% 0.6% 1.5% 0.6% 0.3% 0.6% 0.3% 0.6% 0.0% 0.0%
Wat~:rloo, Otztado 55.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4% 0.8% 0.0% 0.8% 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Can’doddge, Ontario 52.3% 0.3% 0.7% 0.3% 1.3% 1.0% 1.3% 0.3% 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Walnut Vagey, california 36.9% 0.3% 0.3% 0.3% 0.3% 0.3% 0.5% 0.3% 1.1% 2.7% 1.3% 0.5% 0.0%
Lain Virgenes, California 37A% 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.0% 0.2% 0.0% 0.7% 1.5% 0.7% 1.0%
LompoC, California 44.8% 1.1% 0.6% 0.9% 2.4% 1.7% 2.1% 3.0% 1.3% 0.2% 0.4% 0 0% 0.0%

P~ 10



Summaly of m~i su~ey responses                                               AWWARF Resident~l End Use S~u~ly
,<-

014 015
days each week of SUMMER irrigation othe~ available sources of outdoor water

0 <2/mon.fewlmon<l/week l/week 2tweek 3/week 4hNeek 5/we~k E/week 7/week D.Kaaaw NR None Canal Cistern We, Sbeam O~er NR

Boulder, Colonzdo ’ 2.2% 2.0% 2.2% 1.7% 8.3% 25.1% 37.5% 9.6% 4.8% 0.7% 4.4% 1.5% 0.2% 93.7% 0.7% 0.4% 1.7% 0.0% 1.7% 1.7%
Denver, Colorado 0.2% 0.6% 2.4% 1.3% 6.9% 30.9% 41.6% 8.2% 3.0% 0.2% 1.9% 0.9% 1.9% 93.8% 0.2% 0.2% 0.4% 0.0% 1.1% 3.7%
F..u~ene,(h’egon 4.3% 2.5% 5.5% 2.2% 14.5% 21.4% 24.9% 9.0% 4.5% 1.6% 4.9% 1.8% 2.9%J 83.1% 0.0% 0.2% 11.4% 0.0% 1.2% 3.9%
SeatUe, Washington 5.6% 4.0% 10.5% 5.0% 15.5% 24.7% 21.7% 5.8% 3.2% 0.6% 1.8% 0.6% 0.8% 92.2% 0.0% 0.6% 0.2% 0.2% 4.2% 2.6%
San INego, CaMornla 3.5% 3.1% 4.1% 2.3% 7.9% 21.0% 28.2% 10.8% 6.2% 2.7% 7.1% 2.9% 0.2% 94.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4% 0.0% 2.9% 2.1%
~’ampa, Rorida 19.9% 11,2% 10.7% 5.7% 13,9% 29.8% 2.7% 1.9% 0.8% 0.3% 0,5% 1.4% 1.1% 81.7% 0.0% 0.3% 10.7% 0.0% 4.4% 3,0%
Phoenix, Adzo~a 4.7% 3.5% 4.7% 1.4% 8.9% 16.4% 30.3% 10.8% 6.8% 1.0% 8.5% 1.2% 0.9%~ 89.0% 4.7% 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% 3.1% 2.6%
Tempe, Adzo~aa 2.7% 3.6% 4.5% 1.4% 12.3% 14.5% 20.0% 10.9% 7.3% 5.5% 12.7% 2.7% 1.8% 0.0% 91.4% 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 3.6%
$�otl=date, A~lzona 1.8% 0.9% 3.3% 3.0% 6.9% 18.0% 20.4% 13.5% 9.9% 1.8% 16.5% 0.3% 3.6% 92.5% 0.9% 0.0% 0.3% 0.0% 1.2% 5.1%
Wad~too, Ontado 8.9% 12.4% 16.2% 6.6% 16.6% 17.0% 12.7% 4.6% 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 1.9% 2.3% 87.6% 0.0% 0.4% 0.4% 0.4% 4.2% 6.9%
Cambridge, O~tarlo 7.5% 12.7% 12.1% 3.9% 18.6% 19.3% 15.7% 4.6% 2.0% 1.0% 0.7% 0.7% 1.3% 0.0% 85.9% 0.0% 1.3% 0.7% 0.0% 5.2%
WalnutVailey, C~ifornia 0.8% 1.6% 2.1% 0.8% 5.6% 12.0% 20.3% 11.5% 10.2% 3.7% 27.3% 0.0% 4.0% 90.6% 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.3% 7.8%
LasVirgenes, Callfomte 0.7% 1.0% 1.0% 1.2% 3.4% 7.1% 18.8% 17.1% 10.8% 9.8% 27.9% 0.7% 0.5% 93.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% 1.5% 4.2%
Lom~oc, Cali~omia 2.8% 4.5% 8.8% 5.1% 15.6% 22.3% 23.1% 6.6% 3.2% 1.9% 2.8% 1.5% 1.7% 92.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.0% 1.7% 5.4%

monthly rent $ market value of house $
<224S >~2500 D.Know NR ~on’town <25000 <4~000 <748ee <3elee <124~ <14~ <174~ <l~m <224~e~ <:24~ee <274~ ~ <34~s=~ ~ <44~e~e

Boulder, Colorado 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 41.4% 6.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% ’ 0.2% 0.2% 3.9% 6.5% 12.2% 12.2% 11.6% 7.8% 4.4% 10.5% 6.3% 3.1% O")

Dettv~,Coiolado 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 38.6% 2.8% 0.0% 2.2% 7.5% 13.7% 16.7% 10.1% 10.5% 8.8% 6.7% 2.2% 1.0% 2.2% 2.2% 0.6% 1.1% (,~
Eugelte, O~egon 0.0% 0.0% 31.4% 0.0% 7.6% 0.8% 2.0% 5.3% 17.6% 19.8% 14.1% 10.0% 5.3% 2.7% 1.8% 0.8% 0.6% 1.2% 0.4% 0.2%
Seattle, Washington 0.0% 0.0% 34.6% 0.0% 6.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 2.6% 6.8% 10.5% 12.9% 12.7% 8.9% 7.0% 5.8% 2.2% 4.2% 3.6% 1.0%
$=, [Nego, Califo~nia 0.2% 0.0% 39.6% 0.0% 5.0% 0.2% 0.0% 0.2% 2.3% 6.0% 10.4% 16.2% 10.4% 7.1% 7.9% 3.9% 3.5% 5.0% 4.4% 2.1%
Tampa, Fiorlda 0.0% 0.0% 35.8% 0.0% 6.3% 2.7% 14.8% 24.9% 15.3% 7.1% 4.6% 2.2% 3.6% 0.5% 1.1% 0.8% 0.5% 0.5% 0.0% 0.0%
Phoezdx, Arizona 0.0% 0.0% 40.6% 0.0% 4.7% 0.5% 6.1% 20.4% 20.4% 11.0% 11.7% 3.8% 2.6% 2.3% 2.3% 1.2% 0.7% 1.4% 0.9% 0.5%
Tempe, Arizona 0.5% 0.0% 0.5% 44.5% 6.4% 0.0% 0.5% 7.7% 24.5% 24.5% 14.5% 4.1% 3.2% 1.8% 0.9% 0.9% 0.5% 0.9% 0.5% 0.0%
Scoltsdal~Adzona 0.3% 0.0% 56.5% 0.0% 2.4% 0.0% 0.0% 1.8% 9.3% 12.3% 12.3% 10.2% 6.0% 5.4% 5.7% 5.4% 2.7% 6.0% 2.1% 1.2%
Watetl0o, Ontax~ 0.0% 0.0% 42.1% 0.0% 1.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.2% 9.3% 23.2% 15.8% 13.1% 8.1% 5.8% 3.9% 3.5% 3.9% 2.3% 0.0%
Cand~idge, Ontado 0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 41.2% 2.9% 0.0% 0.3% 0.3% 4.2% 17.3% 27.1% 12.4% 10.8% 5.6% 0.7% 1.3% 1.0% 1.6% 0.0% 0.0%
WalnutV~lley, Cldifo~da 0.5% 0.0% 50.8% 0.0% 2.1% 0.3% 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.5% 1.6% 9.4% 16.3% 14.7% 11.5% 10.2% 6.1% 8.0% 4.3% 1.9%
Les Vb’genes, Caltfonda 1.2% 0.0% 55.3% 0.0% 1.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.5% 0.2% 0.5% 0.5% 0.2% 2.0% 4.4% 3.9% 4.2% 4.9% 10.3% 9.0% 9.5%
Lom]:~oc, ~a 0.0% 0.0% 0.6% 38.8% 8.1% 0.0% 0_4% 0.6% 1.5% 13.7% 32.8% 16.3% 10.3% 2.4% !.:1. % 1.1% 0.6% 0 4% 0.2% 0.0%
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Surnma~/of mail stmaey re~x~ses AWWARF Resklential End Use S;udy

Q16a Ql~b Q16c Q16d Q16e QtEf Qtr~g
no sprinkling syst~ n-ground front y~rd in,round b~ck yard drip irrigation soaker hose hose w/sprinkler hand held hose

YES      NO      YES      NO      YES       NO       YES      NO      YES      ~       YES        NO        YES        NO

Boulder, Colorado 7.4% 92.6% 47.1% 52.9% 43.6% 56.4% 1.1% 88.7% 12.0% 68.0% 52.5% 47.5% 27.7% 72.3%
Oenwf, Golorado 9.7% 90.1% 47.2% 52.8% 44.2% 55.8% 5.2% 94.9% 8.8% 91.2% 45.1% 54.9% 25.1% 74.9%
Eugene, Oregon 9.4% 90.6% 27.8% 72.2% 24.7% 75.3% 4.9% 95.1% 20.2% 79.8% 58.0% 42.0% 35.5% 64.5%
~eattle, Washington 14.7% 85.3% 12.5% 87.5% 10.3% 89.7% 6.0% 95.0% 17.3% 82.7% 59.8% 40.2% 48.7% 51.3%
~an Diego, CaMornia 10.6% 89.4% 53.7% 46.3% 46.7% 53.3% 15.8% 84.2% 8.5% 91.6% 27.2% 72.8% 42.1% 57.9%
Tampa, Florida 23.5% 76.5% 31.7% 68.3% 23.0% 77.0% 2.2% 97.8% 3.3% 96.7% 24.9% 75.1% 36.1% 63.9%
Phoe~x, Arizona 14.1% 85.9% 35.4% 64.6% 41.5% 58.6% 31.7% 68.3% 5.9% 94.1% 21.6% 78.4% 30.3% 69.7%
Tempa, Allzona 8.6% 91.4% 44.5% 65.5% 51.8% 48.2% 36.8% 63.2% 4.5% 95.5% 24.1% 75.9% 23.6% 76.4%
Scottsda~, Arizona 5.7% 94.3% 46.5% 53.5% 50.8% 49.2% 52.3% 47.7% 5.4% 94.6% 15.0% 85.0% 26.4% 73.6%
Watmloo, Ontmlo 13.1% 86.9% 3.1% 96.9% 2.7% 97.3% 0.4% 99.6% 8.9% 91.1 % 58.7% 41.3% 49.8% 50.2%
Ga~, Ontario 14.1% 85.9% 2.6% 97.4% 1.6% 98.4% 0.7% 99.3% 7.8% 92.2% 63.1% 36.9% 48.7% 51.3%
Walnut Valley, California 5.1% 94.9% 79.9% 20.1% 70.1% 29.9% 11.5% 88.5% 4.3% 95.7% 18.4% 81.6% 35.3% 64.7%
La$ Virgenes, California 4.9% 95.1% 85.8% 14.2% 80.0% 20.0% 22.5% 77.5% 7.6% 92.4% 13.2% 86.8% 35.0% 65.0%
Lomp<~, Califor~t|a 13.7% 86.3% 49.9% 50.1% 35.5% 64.5% 15..8.% 84.2% 6.0% 94.0% 37.5% 62.5% 42.8% 57.2%

market ~due of house $                                      highest level of education
<74~ee <~ge <=1million D.Krmw     Nit      <HS High Sch. <Bach. Bach. Masters Doctor.     NR

Bould~, Golo~do 2.0% 2.0% 0.2% 0.2% 4.6% 5.7% 0.7% 6.1% IdA 44.7% 27.0% 19.4% 2.2%
0envy, Colorado 0.0% 1.3% 0.0% 0.2% 5.6% 3.9% 5.6% 17.2% 24.5% 27.9% 16.3% 5.4% 3.2%
Eu~e=le, Oregon 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 3.3% 0.0% 4.7% 21.2% 29.0% 23.1% 12.9% 6.9% 2.2%
~e~ttle, Wl~hington 0.8% 0.0% 1.2% 0.6% 6.0% 0.0% 4.2% 14.3% 22.3% 34.2% 14.5% 8.2% 2.2%
San Di~lo, Ca|i~ornia 1.7% 0.0% 0.2% 0.4% 5.0% 0.0% 5.6% 13.7% 30.5% 24.7% 14.3% 8.3% 2.9%
Tampa, Florida 0.0% 0.0% 0.5% 0.3% 7.4% 0.0% 12.6% 25.1% 24.3% 19.4% 9.3% 3.8% 5.5%
Phoenix, Aflzona 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.2% 2.8% 0.0% 7.7% 18.1% 34.7% 20.9% 8.9% 6.3% 3.3%
Tempe, AJtzona 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 2.7% 5.9% 2.7% 11.4% 25.0% 30.9% 15.9% 8.6% 5.5%
$cott=axtlde, Arizona 0.9% 0.0% -2.1% 0.6% 2.7% 0.0% 2.1% 10.8% 24.3% 37.8% 15.6% 6.3% 3.0%
Waterloo, Or~ta~io 0.0% 0.0% 0.4% 0.0% 4.2% 0.0% 10.8% 18.5% 23.2% 27.8% 6.6% 6.9% 6.2%
Cambridge, O~arlo 0.3% 0.0% 0.3% 0.3% 6.5% 6.9% 20.3% 25.5% 24.2% 16.3% 3.3% 2.0% 8.5%
Wmlntlt Vadley, California 1.1% 0.0% 0.3% 0.8% 3.7% 0.0% 2.9% 14.7% 29.7% 33.4% 14.2% 2.7% 2.4%
La$ VIr~enes, CaLifomla 6.6% 0.0% 8.8% 5.1% 6.4% 0.0% 0.7% 7.6% 22.2% 31.5% 18.3% 14.4% 5.1%
Lontp~_ ~ California 0.0% 00% 0_0% 0.0% 5.6% 00% 5.8% 19.3% 36.2% 21.4% 8.8% 2.6% 6 0%
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Q16h 017
othel ~perzlk~ offmzzt yaxd ia~lrmmd Slm~lrJer system operztima ef bzck yard ~-~lmaz~l

~ NO None Hand Timer n.Know NR None M,tnd Tlme~ D.Know NR

Botlkl~, Colorado 1.6% 98.5% 45.6% 12.2% 36.2% 0.0% 5.9% 48’.’~ % 10.2% 34.4% 0.2% 7.0%
genv~, Colorado 0.6% 99.4% 48.3% 4.9% 42.7% 0.4% 3.7% 49.4% 3.9% 41.0% 0.4% 5.4%
Eugene, Oregon 1.4% 98.6% 63.7% 10.4% 18.0% 0.4% 7.5% 67.3% 8.8% 16.3% 0.2% 7.5%
Seatl~, Wa~ 2.4% 97.6% 79.9% 3.2% 9.3% 0.0% 7.6% 79.9% 3.0% 8.5% 0.0% 8.7%
San D~ego, California 2.7% 97.3% 40.7% 21.6% 35.1% 0.4% 2.3% 46.8% 18.5% 30.5% 0.8% 1.5%
Tampa, Florida 1.1% 98.9% 63.7% 14.2% 17.8% 1.1% 3.3% 72.4% 9.3% 14.5% 0.8% 3.0%
Phoenix, Arizona 1.6% 98.4% 52.8% 11.3% 31.2% 0.7% 4.0% 49.8% 9.9% 36.4% 0.2% 3.8%
Tempe, Axlzomz 2.3% 97.7% 45.0% 14.5% 35.5% 0.5% 4.5% 41.4% 12.7% 423% 0.9% 2.7%
Scottsda~, Azizona 0.6% 99.4% 29.1% 9.3% 57.1% 0.9% 3.6% 28.2% 7.2% 61.0% 0.3% 3.3%
Watmioo, Ontado 3.1% 96.9% 83.4% 0.4% 2.7% 0.4% 13.1% 83.4% 0.0% 2.7% 0.8% 13.1%
Cambridge, Orrlario 1.6% 98.4% 87.6% 1.6% 1.0% 0.3% 9.5% 88.6% 0.7% 1.0% 0.0% 9.8%
Wzdztut Va~lay, California 0.5% 99.5% 13.1% 28.1% 57.0% 0.0% 1.9% 22.2% 22.7% 519% 0.0% 3.2%
Las V~, Califonda 1.5% 98.5% 10.5% 11.5% 76.0% 0.5% 1.5% 14.4% 10.8% 72.1% 0.2% 2.4%
LonzlX~~ Ca~ornia 1.9% 98.1% 44.1% 27.0% 25.7% 0.4% 2.8% 57.6% 19.3% 19.7% 0.4%

gross annual |ztcome $

Bouid~, Colorado 1.3% 4.4% 6.5% 7.8% 11.3% 8.5% 8.5% 8.7% 6.3% 4.6% 8.3% 1.7% ~’)
I~itve{, Colorado 4.9% 9.2% 9.7% 10.7% 11.4% 7.5% 9.0% 7.5% 3.4% 3.7% 3.0% 0.6%
Eugene, Oregon 5.3% 10.8% 16.3% 12.0% 11.4% 9.2% 6.9% 6.7% 2.5% 2.0% 2.0% 0.4%
Seattle, Washing~n 1.6% 6.0% 9.1% 10.5% 11.3% 8.9% 9.1% 7.2% 4.4% 2.8% 2.8% 2.2%
Sam Dieffo, California 3.3% 10.4% 9.3% 12.4% 8.7% 8.5% 7.9% 3.5% 5.0% 3.3% 4.1% 1.5%
Tampa, Florida 8.5% 16.7% 11.2% 11.2% 9.3% 7.9% 3.3% 3.0% 2.7% 2.2% 1.1% 0.8%
Phoerdx, Arlzona 2.6% 9.2% 11.5% 12.7% 11.5% 10.3% 6.6% 3.3% 3.8% 2.1% 3.3% 0.7% I
I’empe,/Uizo~a 0.9% 2.3% 9.1% 7.7% 9.5% 12.7% 10.0% 7.3% 7.7% 4.1% 3.6% 1.4%
ScoUsdale, Axizona 0.3% 2.7% 4.2% 8.1% 8.7% 6.9% 6.3% 9.0% 3.0% 3.3% 6.0% 1.5%
Watlrloo, Onlaxio 0.0% 3.1% 3.9% 8.9% 6.6% 10.0% 8.5% 7.7% 5.4% 3.9% 3.5% 1.9%
~,alttb, ddge, Orrlado 0.7% 6.2% 4.2% 7.8% 11.8% 11.8% 10.5% 7.8% 2.9% 3,9% 3.9% 0.3%
i!/alnut Valley, Czd#orrda 0.5% 1.9% 4.8% 5.9% 7.8% 9.9% 12.8% 10.7% 5.3% 5.3% 7.2% 2.4%
LIS V~r~enes, Cal)fomia 1.7% 1.2% 1.5% 3.4% 4.2% 3.4% 3.4% 5.9% 4.2% 10.80% 5.13% 3.42%
~ Calik>n’da 4.1% 7.9% 11.3% 12.8% 9.6% 10.7% 8.1% 6.6% 3.4% 2.8% 2.1% 0.2%
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Sunm~iy 0~ mall storey responses AWWARF Residential End Use S~udy

swimming pool size
#pools No Pool Leng~

J
1Width

IMean Mode Medkm Mean Mode Median Mean Mode Median
Boulder’, Colo~o 5 88.5% 39.2 40 40 16.4 20 16 5 4 5
Denv~, Colorado 7 88.8% 29.3 NA 27 16.43 10 17 4.57 5 5
Eugene, �~egon 12 87.5% 14.7 12.0 12.0 12.43 12.0 12.0 3.63 3.0 3.0
~ltt~, Wz,$hingtoit 12 89.5% 26.6 32.0 32.0 14.14 16.0 15.5 4.86 5.0 5.0
~mn Diego, California 46 84.9% 30.8 30.0 30.0 15.28 12.0 15.0 5.41 5.0 5.0
Tampa, Florida 50 80% 26.9 30.0 30.0 15.2 15.0 15.0 5.2 4.0 5.0
Phoenix, Adzmm 146 58.7% 29.3 30.0 30.0 15.5 15.0 15.0 5.6 4.0 5.0
Temps, Arizona 72 57.3% 30.5 30 30 15.8 15.0 15.0 5.7 5.0 5.0
~cottsdale, Arizona 148 42.6% 29.7 30 30 15.1 15.0 15.0 5.3 5.0 5.0
Watmloo, Ontario 19 92.7% 32.0 32 32 16.4 16.0 16.0 5.1 5.0 5.0

Cantb~e, Ontedo 26 91.5% 29.0 32 32 17.8 16 16 5.4 4.0 5.0
Walnut Valley, California 98 73.8% 29.7 30 30 16.0 15 15 6.1 6.0 6.0
:Las Vi[genes, California 2~3 45.5% 32.4 30 33 16.2 20 16 5.7 6.0 5.0
’Lorelei, ~____~orida 4 91.4% 32.8 30 33 15.0 #WA 16 4.8 4.0 4.5

Boulder, P_,oto~do

SeatlSe, Washington
San Diego, California
Tampa, Florida
Phoenix, Adzo~a
temps, Arizona
Scotlsdale, Arizona

¢ambridge, Ontario
Walnut Valley, California


